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ABSTRACT

i

T his report is a statistical description of the individuals committed by
the courts to a term of incarceration in the Massachusetts Department

of Correction during the year 1994.  The tables in this report contain
information on the nature of present offense and personal background char-
acteristics of these individuals.  Some highlights of the statistics presented in
this report are:

There was a 4 percent increase in the number of commit-
ments from 3,037 in 1993 to 3,161 in 1994. This increase
represents a change from the downward trend in commitments
over the previous four years.

From 1993 to 1994, the number of Framingham commitments
increased 20 percent, and Cedar Junction commitments
increased 7 percent, while Concord commitments decreased
52 percent.

There was a decrease of 2 percent for male commitments and
an increase of 20 percent for female commitments from 1993
to 1994.

From 1993 to 1994, the median minimum  sentence for Cedar
Junction commitments decreased from six to five years, and
the median maximum sentence for Framingham commitments
remained at one year.  The median maximum sentence for
Concord commitments was five years for 1994.

Three percent of the commitments in 1994 were for a life
sentence compared with 4 percent in 1992.

Violent offenses (person and sex) accounted for 56 percent of
all male commitments and 13 percent of all female commit-
ments.  Non-violent offenses (property, drug and “other”)
represented 87 percent of all female commitments and 44
percent of all male commitments.

The number of commitments for violent offenses decreased
by 62 from 1990 to 1994, while the proportion committed for
violent offenses increased from 37 percent to 43 percent.

The median age of male commitments was 28, while for fe-
male commitments it was 31; the median age overall, was 29
years.

Fifty percent of the commitment population were Caucasian,
28 percent were African American, 21 percent were Hispanic,
and less than one percent were other races.
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his report is a statistical description of individuals committed by the
courts to the Massachusetts Department of Correction (DOC) during 1994.
The report contains information on the nature of the present offense, and
personal background characteristics of individuals committed from the
courts.  Trends in court commitments over the last five to ten years are
discussed.  This report is based on information entered on the DOC
inmate database by staff at the Research and Planning Division, as well as
the committing institutions.

This report includes all new court commitments and those who
began serving a new sentence during the year.  If an individual was
committed to the Department more than once during 1994, each court
commitment for that individual is counted separately.  Some categories of
offenders are not included in this report: those who began serving “B” and
“C” sentences during 1994 (sentences received for crimes committed on
parole).

There are three commitment institutions: MCI-Cedar Junction and
MCI-Concord for males, and MCI-Framingham for females.  Males who
receive a State Prison sentence denoted by a minimum and maximum
term are committed to MCI-Cedar Junction.  Males who receive a
Reformatory sentence denoted by a maximum term only, are committed
to MCI-Concord.  Regardless of what type of sentence they receive, State
Prison or Reformatory, all females are committed to MCI-Framingham.
Women can be committed by the courts directly to MCI-Framingham to
serve a county sentence.

The following information is helpful when reading the tables in the
back of report.  Each table is divided according to commitment institution.
Since each commitment institution receives a different type of offender, it
is important to consider each column in the table and the total column.
The columns marked “N” represent the number of individuals who fall into
the corresponding category in the table.  The columns marked “%”
represent the percentage of the number of individuals in a particular
category to the total number of commitments from that institution
(column percents).  Due to rounding of percents to whole numbers, the
table percentages may not total 100.

Cases in which information is unknown are also included in the
tables and percentages.  It is important to note the size of the “unknown”
category.  The number of unknown cases is high for some of the personal
background characteristic variables.  In the narrative, these cases are
excluded when discussing percentages.

T
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Trends in Court
Commitments,

1985 to 1994

here were 3,161 commitments during 1994, a four percent
increase from the previous year.  Figure 1 shows the number of commit-
ments for the ten year period 1985 to 1994.  The number of commit-
ments increased from 1985 to 1990, decreased fom 1990 to 1993, and
increased again, in 1994.

Individuals are committed to one of three institutions: Cedar
Junction, Concord or Framingham.  Figure 2 shows the number of
commitments to these institutions for the period 1985 to 1994.  The
number of commitments to Cedar Junction increased during the period
1985 to 1991, with a slight decrease from 1991 to 1993, followed by
an increase in 1994.  Commitments to Concord have decreased over the
ten year period and represent the lowest number of commitments over

the ten year period.   The 1994
decrease  in Concord  commitments
is attributed  to a change in the
Massachusetts sentencing   structure
abolishing  the Reformatory  (Concord)
sentence  for offenses   committed
after July 1994.  Commitments to
Framingham increased steadily
during the five  year period 1985 to
1989,  followed by a decrease in com-
mitments for the years 1990 through
1993, and an increase for 1994.

From 1993 to 1994, changes
in commitment levels varied at the
three committing institutions.   Cedar
Junction commitments   increased
from 1,909 in 1993 to 2,046 in 1994,
an increase of 137 commitments or
seven percent.  Concord commitments
decreased from 332 in 1993 to 158
in 1994, a decrease of 174 commit-
ments or 52 percent.  Framingham
commitments increased from 796
commitments in 1993 to 957 in 1994,
an increase of 161 commitments or
20 percent.  Overall, male commit-
ments decreased by 2 percent and
female commitments  increased by 20
percent.
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Figure 1.
No. of Commitments

Figure 2.
No. of Commitments by
Committing Institution
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Trends in Court
Commitments,

1990 to 1994

ables 1-3 show selected characteristics of offenders committed to
the DOC over the last five years, 1990 to 1994.  These characteristics are
shown separately for each committing institution and for total
commi tmen ts .

Overall, the number of commitments decreased 17 percent
(N=633) from 3,794 commitments in 1990 to 3,161 commitments in
1994.  The decrease in commitments from 1990 to 1993 represents a
trend of steady decline in the number of commitments to the DOC.
However,  the 1994 figure represents an increase in commitments, break-
ing the downward trend.

As seen in Table 1, the proportion of commitments for violent
offenses has increased over the last five years, with a slight decrease from
1992 to 1994.  In 1990, 37 percent of DOC commitments were for
violent offenses (i.e. person and sex offenses) and 63 percent were for
non-violent offenses (i.e. property, drug, and “other” offenses).  In 1994,
43 percent of the commitments were for violent offenses and 57 percent
were for non-violent offenses.

The proportion of commitments for person offenses increased from
29 percent in 1990 to 35 percent in 1994.  The proportion of

commitments for person offenses
increased at Cedar  Junction, from
37 percent to 45 percent, and at
Framingham, from 9 percent to 12
percent.  Meanwhile, the propor-
tion decreased from 36 percent to
29 percent of Concord commit-
men t s .

The proportion committed for
sex offenses decreased slightly from 9 percent to 8 percent over the five
year period.  A decrease in the proportion of commitments for sex offense
is shown for Cedar Junction commitments from 12 percent in 1990 to 11
percent in 1994.  However, Concord commitments showed an increase in
the proportion committed for sex offenses from 15 percent in 1990 to 19
percent in 1994.  The number of commitments for sex offenses increased
at Framingham from 7 in 1990 to 10 in 1994.  Overall, commitments for
sex offenses involving an adult victim (aggravated rape, rape, or indecent
assault and battery) decreased over the period,  representing 41 percent of
commitments for sex offenses in 1990 and 30 percent in 1994.  Commit-
ments for sex offenses  involving a minor  (rape of child or indecent assault
and battery of child) increased from 58 percent of commitments for sex
offenses in 1990 to 67 percent in 1993.

There was no change in the proportion of commitments for prop-
erty offenses, comprising 19 percent of all commitments in 1990 and
1994.  The proportion of property offenses increased for Cedar Junction
commitments from 11 percent in 1990 to 14 percent in 1994, decreased
for Concord commitments from 26 percent in 1990 to 18 percent in 1994,
and remained at 30 percent for Framingham commitments.

The primary offense for which individuals
are committed to the DOC has changed over

the past five years.  The proportion of
commitments for person offenses have

increased, while the proportion committed for
drug offenses have decreased.

T
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Trends in Court Commitments, 1990 to 1994

Figure 3.
Offenses, 1990 to 1994
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Commitments for drug offenses decreased from 33
percent of commitments to 26 percent of commitments, over the
five year period.  This decrease occured at two sites: from 38
percent to 26 percent for Cedar Junction commitments, and 31
percent to 24 percent for Framingham commitments; the
proportion increased for Concord commitments from 18 percent
to 26 percent.

The proportion of
commitments for offenses in
the “other” offense category  in-
creased from 11 percent to 12
percent of commitments over the
past five years.  The proportion
increased slightly for Fram-
ingham, comprising 30 percent
of all commitments in 1990 and
32 percent in 1994. For
Framingham commitments, the
most common offenses in this
category are operating under the
influence of  alcohol, prostitution,
common night walker, disturbing
the peace, motor vehicle
offenses, and trespassing.  For

Cedar Junction and Concord, this  category consists predominantly
of weapons offenses. Commitments to  Cedar Junction for “other”
offenses increased from 55  commitments to 66 commitments over
the period, while those to Concord decreased in number from 36 to
12 commitments during the period.

In Table 1, the distribution of sentence length over the
past five years is shown by committing institution.  Upon compar-
ing the distribution of sentence length for Cedar Junction commit-
ments during 1990 with 1994, the proportion of commitments for
sentences of less than 5 years decreased from 38 percent in 1990
to 35 percent in 1994, and the proportion of commitments for
sentences of 5-9 years increased from 42 percent in 1990 to 46
percent in 1994.  Meanwhile, the proportion of commitments for
sentences of 10-15 years decreased from 14 percent to 11
percent.  However, the proportion of commitments with sentences
of 16 years or more (including life) increased from 6 percent to 8
percent from 1990 to 1994.

Sentence Length



Sentence length distribution also changed for Concord commit-
ments from 1990 to 1994.  The proportion of 1994 commitments with
sentence lengths of less than 5 years jumped from 22 percent in 1990 to
29 percent in 1994.  For the category with sentences of five years or more,
the proportion of Concord commitments stayed the same at 34 percent,
while it decreased from 36 percent to 32 percent in the 10 to 15 year
category, and 9 percent to 5 percent in the category of 16 years or more.

Women committed to Framingham can serve either a county, re-
formatory, or state prison sentence.  Over the past five years, the number
of women committed with state prison sentences decreased 25 percent
(N=33), the number of women committed with reformatory sentences
decreased 56 percent (N=45), and the number of women committed with
county sentences decreased 8 percent (N=69).  In 1990, 81 percent of
Framingham commitments were for county sentences and 19 percent were
for state prison or reformatory sentences.  In 1994, 86 percent of
Framingham commitments were for county sentences and 14 percent were
for state prison or reformatory sentences.

Table 3 reveals that  the age distribution of individuals committed
to the Department shifted upward over the five year period.  In 1990, 43
percent of the commitments were 30 or older.  By 1994, 50 percent were

age 30 or older.  In 1990, 45
percent of the Cedar Junction com-
mitments were 30 years or older.
In 1994, 47 percent were 30 years
or older, indicating an   increase in
the age of Cedar Junction commit-
ments.  For Concord commitments,
in 1990, 32 percent were 30 or
older.  In 1994, 41 percent were
30 years or older, indicating an up-
ward shift in the age of Concord
commi tmen ts .

The  upward shift of the age
distribution was most dramatic
among commitments to Framing-
ham.  In 1990, 46 percent of the

commitments were 30 years or older.  Whereas in 1994, 57 percent of
the commitments were 30 years or older.

Age at Incarceration

Trends in Court Commitments, 1990 to 1994

Figure 4.
Age Distribution,
1990 to 1994
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Cedar Junction
Person 7 2 7 ( 3 7 ) 8 4 0 ( 4 1 ) 8 7 4 ( 4 3 ) 7 9 5 ( 4 2 ) 9 2 9 ( 4 5 )
Sex 2 2 9 ( 1 2 ) 2 3 9 ( 1 2 ) 2 6 9 ( 1 3 ) 2 5 1 ( 1 3 ) 2 2 5 ( 1 1 )
Property 2 1 0 ( 1 1 ) 2 3 3 ( 1 1 ) 2 5 8 ( 1 3 ) 2 6 2 ( 1 4 ) 2 9 2 ( 1 4 )
Drug 7 6 4 ( 3 8 ) 6 7 4 ( 3 3 ) 5 8 9 ( 2 9 ) 5 4 7 ( 2 9 ) 5 3 4 ( 2 6 )
Other 5 5 ( 3 ) 5 6 ( 3 ) 4 7 ( 2 ) 5 4 ( 3 ) 6 6 ( 3 )
  Sub-Total 1 9 8 5 (100) 2 0 4 2 (100) 2 0 3 7 (60) 1 9 0 9 (100) 2 0 4 6 (100)

  Concord
Person 2 5 3 ( 3 6 ) 2 8 1 ( 4 1 ) 2 2 3 ( 4 7 ) 1 6 1 ( 4 8 ) 4 6 ( 2 9 )
Sex 1 0 8 ( 1 5 ) 1 0 7 ( 1 6 ) 5 6 ( 1 2 ) 4 0 ( 1 2 ) 3 0 ( 1 9 )
Property 1 8 0 ( 2 6 ) 1 5 4 ( 2 2 ) 1 0 8 ( 2 3 ) 6 6 ( 2 0 ) 2 9 ( 1 8 )
Drug 1 2 8 ( 1 8 ) 1 0 4 ( 1 5 ) 5 9 ( 1 2 ) 3 9 ( 1 2 ) 4 1 ( 2 6 )
Other 3 6 ( 5 ) 4 0 ( 6 ) 2 9 ( 6 ) 2 6 ( 8 ) 1 2 ( 8 )
  Sub-Total 7 0 5 (100) 6 8 6 (100) 4 7 5 (100) 3 3 2 (100) 1 5 8 (100)

  Framingham
Person 9 5 ( 9 ) 1 1 5 ( 1 1 ) 1 2 6 ( 1 4 ) 9 0 ( 1 1 ) 1 1 7 ( 1 2 )
Sex 7 ( 1 ) 1 4 ( 1 ) 1 2 ( 1 ) 1 0 ( 1 ) 1 0 ( 1 )
Property 3 3 3 ( 3 0 ) 2 6 9 ( 2 7 ) 2 5 7 ( 2 9 ) 2 3 6 ( 3 0 ) 2 9 0 ( 3 0 )
Drug 3 4 0 ( 3 1 ) 2 8 9 ( 2 9 ) 2 2 1 ( 2 5 ) 1 9 5 ( 2 5 ) 2 3 2 ( 2 4 )
Other 3 2 9 ( 3 0 ) 3 2 2 ( 3 2 ) 2 7 9 ( 3 1 ) 2 6 5 ( 3 3 ) 3 0 8 ( 3 2 )
  Sub-Total 1 1 0 4 (100) 1 0 0 9 (100) 8 9 5 (100) 7 9 6 (100) 9 5 7 (100)

  All Institutions
Person 1 0 7 5 ( 2 9 ) 1 2 3 6 ( 3 3 ) 1 2 2 3 ( 3 6 ) 1 0 4 6 ( 3 4 ) 1 0 9 2 ( 3 5 )
Sex 3 4 4 ( 9 ) 3 6 0 ( 1 0 ) 3 3 7 ( 1 0 ) 3 0 1 ( 1 0 ) 2 6 5 ( 8 )
Property 7 2 3 ( 1 9 ) 6 5 6 ( 1 8 ) 6 2 3 ( 1 8 ) 5 6 4 ( 1 9 ) 6 1 1 ( 1 9 )
Drug 1 2 3 2 ( 3 3 ) 1 0 6 7 ( 2 8 ) 8 6 9 ( 2 6 ) 7 8 1 ( 2 6 ) 8 0 7 ( 2 6 )
Other 4 2 0 ( 1 1 ) 4 1 8 ( 1 1 ) 3 5 5 ( 1 0 ) 3 4 5 ( 1 1 ) 3 8 6 ( 1 2 )
  Total 3 7 9 4 (100) 3 7 3 7 (100) 3 4 0 7 (100) 3 0 3 7 (100) 3 1 6 1 (100)

 All Institutions
Rape/Assault 1 4 1 ( 4 1 ) 1 3 9 ( 3 9 ) 1 0 7 ( 3 2 ) 1 1 1 ( 3 7 ) 7 9 ( 3 0 )
Rape/Assault-Minor 2 0 1 ( 5 8 ) 2 1 7 ( 6 0 ) 2 2 1 ( 6 6 ) 1 8 2 ( 6 0 ) 1 7 8 ( 6 7 )
Other Sex Offense 2 ( 1 ) 4 ( 1 ) 9 ( 3 ) 8 ( 3 ) 8 ( 3 )
  Total 3 4 4 (100) 3 6 0 (100) 3 3 7 (100) 3 0 1 (100) 2 6 5 (100)

Present Offense 1990                1991                1992                1993 1 9 9 4

N            %           N          %           N            %          N            %          N           %

1990                1991                1992                1993 1 9 9 4

N            %           N          %           N            %          N            %          N           %

Present Offense:
Sex Offense

Table 1.
Selected Characteristics of Offenders

Committed to the DOC,
1990 to 1994

Trends in Court Commitments, 1990 to 1994
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1990                1991                1992                1993 1 9 9 4

 N            %           N          %           N            %          N            %          N           %

Sentence Length

Age at
Incarceration 1990                1991                1992                1993 1 9 9 4

 N            %           N          %           N            %          N            %          N           %

6

Table 1.
(continued)

Trends in Court Commitments, 1990 to 1994

Cedar Junction:
 Minimum Sentence

Less than 5 years 7 5 9 (38) 7 3 1 (36) 6 6 3 (32) 6 5 2 (34) 7 1 7 (35)
5 to 9 years 8 2 8 (42) 8 9 0 (44) 9 5 9 (47) 8 8 4 (46) 9 4 9 (46)
10 to 15 years 2 8 4 (14) 2 8 8 (14) 2 6 5 (13) 2 4 4 (13) 2 2 5 (11)
16 years or more 5 0 (2) 6 1 (3) 8 5 (4) 5 1 (3) 6 6 ( 3 )
Life 6 4 (3) 7 2 (4) 6 5 (3) 7 8 (4) 8 9 (4)
 Total 1 9 8 5 (100) 2 0 4 2 (100) 2 0 3 7 (100) 1 9 0 9 (100) 2 0 4 6 (100)

Concord :
 Maximum Sentence

Less than 5 years 1 5 3 (22) 1 6 1 (23) 7 3 (15) 6 9 (21) 4 6 (29)
5 to 9 years 2 3 7 (34) 2 1 6 (31) 1 6 4 (34) 9 1 (27) 5 3 (34)
10 to 15 years 2 5 2 (36) 2 4 6 (36) 1 9 1 (40) 1 4 6 (44) 5 1 (32)
16 years or more 6 3 (9) 6 3 (9) 4 7 (10) 2 6 (8) 8 (5)
  Total 7 0 5 (100) 6 8 6 (100) 4 7 5 (100) 3 3 2 (100) 1 5 8 (100)

Framingham:
 Type of Sentence

County 8 9 3 (81) 8 2 0 (81) 7 2 4 (81) 6 6 5 (83) 8 2 4 (86)
Reformatory 8 0 (7) 7 5 (7) 6 4 (7) 3 9 (5) 3 5 (4)
State Prison 1 3 1 (12) 1 1 4 (12) 1 0 7 (12) 9 2 (12) 9 8 (10)
 Total 1 1 0 4 (100) 1 0 0 9 (100) 8 9 5 (100) 7 9 6 (100) 9 5 7 (100)

Cedar Junction
19 or younger 1 4 7 (7) 1 6 6 (8) 1 9 2 (9) 1 6 1 (8) 1 5 1 (7)
20 to 24 4 8 7 (25) 5 2 7 (26) 5 3 8 (26) 4 6 8 (25) 4 9 1 (24)
25 to 29 4 6 6 (23) 4 7 5 (23) 4 3 7 (21) 4 0 2 (21) 4 4 9 (22)
30 to 39 6 1 7 (31) 6 1 1 (30) 6 0 5 (30) 6 1 3 (32) 6 5 7 (32)
40 and older 2 6 8 (14) 2 6 3 (13) 2 6 5 (13) 2 6 5 (14) 2 9 8 (15)
   Sub-Total 1 9 8 5 (100) 2 0 4 2 (100) 2 0 3 7 (100) 1 9 0 9 (100) 2 0 4 6 (100)

  Concord
19 or younger 1 1 5 (16) 1 2 1 (18) 1 0 4 (22) 4 8 (14) 2 5 (16)
20 to 24 2 2 6 (32) 2 2 3 (33) 1 6 2 (34) 1 0 5 (32) 3 8 (24)
25 to 29 1 3 8 (20) 1 4 4 (21) 8 7 (18) 6 2 (19) 3 1 (20)
30 to 39 1 6 5 (23) 1 3 9 (20) 8 5 (18) 8 6 (26) 4 2 (27)
40 and older 6 1 (9) 5 9 (9) 3 7 (8) 3 1 (9) 2 2 (14)
  Sub-Total 7 0 5 (100) 6 8 6 (100) 4 7 5 (100) 3 3 2 (100) 1 5 8 (100)

  Framingham
19 or younger 3 6 (3) 4 1 (4) 3 0 (3) 1 5 (2) 3 1 (3)
20 to 24 2 3 7 (22) 2 1 1 (21) 1 8 4 (21) 1 4 0 (18) 1 4 1 (15)
25 to 29 3 2 4 (29) 2 9 7 (29) 2 4 9 (28) 2 0 4 (26) 2 3 8 (25)
30 to 39 4 0 5 (37) 3 4 4 (34) 3 2 7 (37) 3 5 2 (44) 4 2 3 (44)
40 and older 1 0 2 (9) 1 1 6 (12) 1 0 5 (12) 8 5 (11) 1 2 4 (13)
  Sub-Total 1 1 0 4 (100) 1 0 0 9 (100) 8 9 5 (100) 7 9 6 (100) 9 5 7 (100)

  All Institutions
19 or younger 2 9 8 (8) 3 2 8 (9) 3 2 6 (10) 2 2 4 (7) 2 0 7 (7)
20 to 24 9 5 0 (25) 9 6 1 (26) 8 8 4 (26) 7 1 3 (23) 6 7 0 (21)
25 to 29 9 2 8 (24) 9 1 6 (24) 7 7 3 (23) 6 6 8 (22) 7 1 8 (23)
30 to 39 1 1 8 7 (31) 1 0 9 4 (29) 1 0 1 7 (30) 1 0 5 1 (35) 1 1 2 2 (35)
40 and older 4 3 1 (11) 4 3 8 (12) 4 0 7 (12) 3 8 1 (12) 4 4 4 (14)
  Total 3 7 9 4 (100) 3 7 3 7 (100) 3 4 0 7 (100) 3 0 3 7 (100) 3 1 6 1 (100)



A Description of
1994 Court Commitments

his section presents a description of the population committed to
the DOC during 1994.  This discussion is based on information presented
in the tables beginning at page 11 of this report.  It includes a description
of the present offense, and personal background characteristics of the
offender.  Where relevant, the three committing institutions are compared.

In discussing the present offense of the commitment population,
the governing offense is represented.  This is the offense for which the
committed individual received the longest sentence.

Committing Court.  Seventy-two percent of the commitments to
the Department of Correction were from Superior Courts.  Five Superior
courts: Suffolk, Middlesex, Hampden, Worcester and Essex accounted for
54 percent of the commitments to the Department.  Almost all commit-
ments receiving Cedar Junction sentences came from Superior Courts and
77 percent of all Concord commitments came from Superior Courts.  In
contrast, 13 percent of the commitments to Framingham were from Supe-
rior Courts.  The majority of commitments to Framingham were from dis-
trict courts (87 percent).

Minimum Sentence.  Only those individuals who receive a state
prison sentence (all Cedar Junction commitments and some Framingham
commitments) receive a minimum sentence.  Generally, minimum state
prison sentences must be for two and one-half years or more but in some
cases can be shorter (for example, some drug offenses carry shorter prison
sentences).  The median minimum sentence for Cedar Junction commit-
ments was five years.  There were 98 commitments to Framingham for
state prison sentences.  The median minimum sentence for those women
was five years.

Ninety-four individuals received life sentences during 1994, five
of which were female.  This number represents an increase of sixteen
commitments for life, when compared with 1993.  In addition, there were
no life commitments for females during 1993.  The 94 life sentences in-
cluded 47 for first-degree murder, 33 for second-degree murder, 9 for sex
offenses, and 5 for other violent offenses.

Nature of Present Offense

T
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A Description of 1993 Court Commitments

Maximum Sentence.  All individuals committed to the DOC have a
maximum sentence.  For Concord commitments this is their only sentence.
Generally, maximum sentences to Concord are two and one-half years or
longer but shorter sentences can be given for some offenses such as
larceny, escape and drug offenses.  The median maximum sentence for
Concord commitments was five years.  A large proportion of Framingham

commitments received county sentences, those with
a maximum sentence length of less than two and
one-half years.  Males receiving county sentences
are committed to houses of correction while many of
the females receiving county sentences are commit-
ted to Framingham.  Of the 957 commitments to
Framingham,  98 (10 percent) received state prison

(Cedar Junction) sentences, 35 (4 percent) received reformatory (Concord)
sentences and 824 (86 percent) received county sentences, including 56
committed for non-payment of a fine.

Type of Sentence.  Most individuals committed to the Department
during 1994 received simple sentences (27 percent) or concurrent sen-
tences (37 percent).  Twenty-six percent of the commitments received
split sentences; Cedar Junction (29 percent), Concord (27 percent) and
Framingham (19 percent).  Less frequently received are aggregate, forth-
with, or From and After sentences.  Forthwith sentences are most often
found among Cedar Junction commitments (7 percent).  Six percent of the
Framingham commitments were in lieu of payment of a fine.

Number of Offenses.  Forty-five percent of the commitments to
the DOC had one offense for which they are currently incarcerated, and 55
percent were committed for more than one offense.  The number of of-
fenses that resulted in the current commitment ranged from 1 to 83.

Time Until Parole Eligibility.  An indication of how much time of-
fenders will actually serve is the time until their parole eligibility date.  For
Cedar Junction commitments the median time until parole eligibility was
from 2-3 years; for Concord commitments the median time until parole
eligibility was 7-9 months; and for Framingham commitments the median
time until parole eligibility was 3 months or less.

Individuals may not be eligible for parole for a number of reasons.
Some mandatory sentences have no possible release to parole and some
sentences are too short for parole eligibility to be established, i.e., less
than sixty days.  In a small number of cases,  individuals can be beyond
their original parole eligibility at the time of commitment to the DOC if they
were in jail for a sufficient time awaiting sentencing.

The median minimum sentence for
Cedar Junction commitments was 5

years.  The median maximum
sentence for Concord commitments

was 5 years.
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Offense.  Type of offense varied by committing institution.
Fifty-six percent of the commitments to Cedar Junction and 48 per-
cent of the commitments to Concord were for violent offenses (person
or sex offenses).  In contrast, 13 percent of the commitments to
Framingham were for violent offenses.  Most women were committed
for “other” offenses (32 percent), property offenses (30 percent), or
drug offenses (24 percent).

Offenses against the person accounted for 35 percent of all
commitments to the Department; 45 percent for Cedar Junction, 29
percent for Concord, and 12 percent for Framingham.  The most
common offenses against the person were armed robbery (N=365),
armed assault (N=312), and unarmed  robbery (N=139).  There were
148 commitments for homicides in 1994, including 47 for first degree
murder, 33 for second degree murder, 56 for manslaughter, and 12 for
vehicular homicide.  The number of commitments for homicides
decreased by 9 from 1993.

Sex offenses accounted for
8 percent of all commitments to
the DOC including 11 percent to
Cedar Junction, 19 percent to
Concord, and one  percent to
Framingham.  There were 202
commitments for rape during
1994 and 55 commitments for
sexual assaults.  Of the rapes
and sexual  assaults, 79 involved
adult victims and 178 involved
minors.  Additio-nally, there were
8 commitments for other sex of-
fenses during 1994.  Rape of a
minor was the most common sex
offense for which individuals
were committed during 1994.

Property offenses ac-
counted for 19 percent of all
commitments to the Depart-

ment, varying from 14 percent to Cedar Junction, 18 percent to
Concord, and 30 percent to Framingham.   Burglary was the most
common property offense for Cedar Junction and Concord commit-
ments; larceny was the most common property offense for Framingham
commi tmen ts .

Drug offenses accounted for 26  percent of all commitments
during 1994 varying from 26 percent to Cedar Junction, 26 percent to
Concord, and 24 percent to Framingham.  There were 405 commit-
ments whose governing offense was a mandatory drug offense, 50
percent of all drug commitments.  Of the drug commitments to Cedar
Junction, the majority (68 percent) were mandatory, versus 32 per-
cent of Concord, and 12 percent of Framingham drug commitments.

Offenses in the “other” category accounted for 3 percent of
Cedar Junction commitments, 8 percent of Concord commitments,
and 32 percent of Framingham commitments, or 12 percent of all com-
mitments to the DOC.  The most common offenses in the "other"
category for Framingham commitments were prostitution (N=110),
operating under the influence (N=89), and motor vehicle offenses
(N=40).  The most common "other" offenses for Cedar Junction and
Concord commitments were for the weapons violation, Bartley Fox
Gun Law (N=44).

A Description of 1994 Court Commitments

Figure 5.
Offense by
Committing Institution
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A Description of 1994 Court Commitments

Personal Background Characteristics

In discussing the personal background characteristics of the com-
mitment population, all information is reported according to the status of
the offender at the time of commitment.
This information is reported by the offender
and is not verified in any way.

Age at Incarceration.  The median
age of offenders at incarceration was 29
years, with an average age of 30 years.
Their ages ranged from 17 years to 77
years.  The median age of Cedar Junction
commitments was 28 years; the median
age of Concord commitments was 28
years; and the median age of Framingham
commitments was 31 years.

Sex.  All commitments to Cedar Junction and Concord are male.
All commitments to Framingham are female.  During 1994, 30 percent of
the commitments were female and 70 percent were male.  This represents
an increase in the proportion of female commitments from 26 percent
in 1993.

Race and Ethnicity.  Fifty percent of the 1994 commitments were
Caucasian, 28 percent were African American, and 21 percent self-
reported as Hispanic.  There were also 18 Asians and 4 Native Americans
committed to the DOC.  A larger proportion of Framingham commitments
were Caucasian (66 percent), when compared with Cedar Junction (42
percent) or Concord (48 percent) commitments.

Citizenship.  Ninety-seven percent of the commitments were U.S.
citizens and 3 percent were citizens of other countries.  Sixty-one percent
of the commitments were born in Massachusetts, 20 percent were born in
other states, 10 percent were born in U.S. territories, and 6 percent were
U.S. citizens born in other countries.

Marital Status.  Most of the commitments were single (70 per-
cent).  Fifteen percent were married, 9 percent were divorced, 4 percent
were separated, and one percent were widowed.

Prior Address.  Almost all commitments (95 percent) were living
in Massachusetts prior to incarceration.  Of these, four communities
accounted for 42 percent of the commitments:  Boston (N=653), Worces-
ter (N=253), Lowell (N=184), and Springfield (N=182).

Education.  The median educational level was 12th grade for 1994
commitments.  This varied slightly by commitment institution.  Fifty-one
percent of those committed to Cedar Junction did not complete high school
or receive GED, while 58 percent of Framingham commitments reported
graduating from high school or receiving GED, at time of commitment.

At time of commitment,
the median age of offender was

29 years, 1 out of 2 were
Caucasian, majority were

U.S. citizens, 7 out of 10 were
single, most were living in

Massachusetts, and 1 out of 2
had a 12th grade education.

1 0



Nature of
Present Offense
1994 Department of Correction Commitments
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N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %

N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %

Court from
which Committed

County of Court from
which Committed

Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total
Committing Institution

Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total
Committing Institution

1994 DOC Commitments

Table 2.

Table 1.

Barnstable Superior 6 0 ( 3 ) 2 ( 1 ) 1 ( 0 ) 6 3 ( 2 )

Berkshire Superior 5 4 ( 3 ) 1 2 ( 8 ) 4 ( 0 ) 7 0 ( 2 )
Bristol Superior 1 9 2 ( 9 ) 1 0 ( 6 ) 3 ( 0 ) 2 0 5 ( 6 )
Essex Superior 2 0 3 ( 1 0 ) 5 ( 3 ) 1 8 ( 2 ) 2 2 6 ( 7 )
Franklin Superior 2 6 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 ) 2 7 ( 1 )
Hampden Superior 2 5 9 ( 1 3 ) 1 4 ( 9 ) 1 1 ( 1 ) 2 8 4 ( 9 )
Hampshire Superior 2 3 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 2 3 ( 1 )
Middlesex Superior 3 5 4 ( 1 7 ) 1 0 ( 6 ) 1 4 ( 1 ) 3 7 8 ( 1 2 )
Norfolk Superior 9 7 ( 5 ) 2 ( 1 ) 4 ( 0 ) 1 0 3 ( 3 )
Plymouth Superior 6 3 ( 3 ) 1 1 ( 7 ) 8 ( 1 ) 8 2 ( 3 )
Suffolk Superior 5 1 3 ( 2 5 ) 1 9 ( 1 2 ) 3 3 ( 3 ) 5 6 5 ( 1 8 )
Worcester Superior 1 9 7 ( 1 0 ) 3 7 ( 2 3 ) 2 3 ( 2 ) 2 5 7 ( 8 )
Municipal Courts 1 ( 0 ) 2 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 3 ( 0 )
District Courts 4 ( 0 ) 3 4 ( 2 2 ) 8 3 7 ( 8 7 ) 8 7 5 ( 2 8 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

Barnstable County 6 0 ( 3 ) 2 ( 1 ) 2 ( 0 ) 6 4 ( 2 )

Berkshire County 5 4 ( 3 ) 1 3 ( 8 ) 4 ( 0 ) 7 1 ( 2 )
Bristol County 1 9 2 ( 9 ) 1 3 ( 8 ) 9 ( 1 ) 2 1 4 ( 7 )
Essex County 2 0 3 ( 1 0 ) 1 4 ( 9 ) 2 1 2 ( 2 2 ) 4 2 9 ( 1 4 )
Franklin County 2 6 ( 1 ) 1 ( 1 ) 1 ( 0 ) 2 8 ( 1 )
Hampden County 2 5 9 ( 1 3 ) 1 6 ( 1 0 ) 1 3 ( 1 ) 2 8 8 ( 9 )
Hampshire County 2 3 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 2 3 ( 1 )
Middlesex County 3 5 4 ( 1 7 ) 1 4 ( 9 ) 2 9 6 ( 3 1 ) 6 6 4 ( 2 1 )
Norfolk County 9 7 ( 5 ) 5 ( 3 ) 8 6 ( 9 ) 1 8 8 ( 6 )
Plymouth County 6 7 ( 3 ) 1 1 ( 7 ) 6 3 ( 7 ) 1 4 1 ( 4 )
Suffolk County 5 1 4 ( 2 5 ) 2 9 ( 1 8 ) 3 6 ( 4 ) 5 7 9 ( 1 8 )
Worcester County 1 9 7 ( 1 0 ) 4 0 ( 2 5 ) 2 3 5 ( 2 5 ) 4 7 2 ( 1 5 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

1 2



N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %

Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total
Committing Institution

Minimum Sentence

Table 3.

1994 DOC Commitments

N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %

Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total
Committing Institution

Maximum Sentence

Table 4.

1 Year 9 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 ) 1 0 ( 0 )

2 Years 3 8 ( 2 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 ) 3 9 ( 1 )
3 Years 4 4 6 ( 2 2 ) 1 ( 1 ) 3 0 ( 3 ) 4 7 7 ( 1 5 )
4 Years 2 2 4 ( 1 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 5 ( 2 ) 2 3 9 ( 8 )
5 Years 3 5 1 ( 1 7 ) 0 ( 0 ) 2 0 ( 2 ) 3 7 1 ( 1 2 )
6 Years 2 3 5 ( 1 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 0 ( 1 ) 2 4 5 ( 8 )
7 Years 1 1 8 ( 6 ) 0 ( 0 ) 3 ( 0 ) 1 2 1 ( 4 )
8 Years 1 0 4 ( 5 ) 0 ( 0 ) 2 ( 0 ) 1 0 6 ( 3 )
9 Years 1 4 1 ( 7 ) 0 ( 0 ) 7 ( 1 ) 1 4 8 ( 5 )
10 Years 9 9 ( 5 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 ) 1 0 0 ( 3 )
11 - 12 Years 6 0 ( 3 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 ) 6 1 ( 2 )
13 - 15 Years 6 6 ( 3 ) 0 ( 0 ) 2 ( 0 ) 6 8 ( 2 )
16 - 19 Years 4 1 ( 2 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 4 1 ( 1 )
20 - 24 Years 1 5 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 5 ( 0 )
25 Years or More 1 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 0 ( 0 )
Life 8 9 ( 4 ) 0 ( 0 ) 5 ( 1 ) 9 4 ( 3 )
Indeterminate 0 ( 0 ) 1 5 7 ( 9 9 ) 8 5 9 ( 9 0 ) 1 0 1 6 ( 3 2 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

Fine 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 5 6 ( 6 ) 5 6 ( 2 )

Less Than 1 Month 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 5 8 ( 6 ) 5 8 ( 2 )
Less Than 1 Year 0 ( 0 ) 6 ( 4 ) 4 6 5 ( 4 9 ) 4 7 1 ( 1 5 )
1 Year 5 ( 0 ) 8 ( 5 ) 1 9 1 ( 2 0 ) 2 0 4 ( 6 )
2 Years 2 ( 0 ) 2 8 ( 1 8 ) 7 8 ( 8 ) 1 0 8 ( 3 )
3 Years 7 1 ( 3 ) 4 ( 3 ) 3 ( 0 ) 7 8 ( 2 )
4 Years 2 2 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 2 ( 0 ) 2 4 ( 1 )
5 Years 5 0 0 ( 2 4 ) 5 1 ( 3 2 ) 3 8 ( 4 ) 5 8 9 ( 1 9 )
6 Years 1 0 9 ( 5 ) 2 ( 1 ) 8 ( 1 ) 1 1 9 ( 4 )
7 Years 2 6 3 ( 1 3 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 0 ( 1 ) 2 7 3 ( 9 )
8 Years 8 3 ( 4 ) 0 ( 0 ) 6 ( 1 ) 8 9 ( 3 )
9 Years 5 9 ( 3 ) 0 ( 0 ) 5 ( 1 ) 6 4 ( 2 )
10 Years 4 6 2 ( 2 3 ) 4 4 ( 2 8 ) 2 5 ( 3 ) 5 3 1 ( 1 7 )
11 - 12 Years 1 2 0 ( 6 ) 0 ( 0 ) 2 ( 0 ) 1 2 2 ( 4 )
13 - 15 Years 1 1 2 ( 5 ) 7 ( 4 ) 4 ( 0 ) 1 2 3 ( 4 )
16 - 19 Years 1 5 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 5 ( 0 )
20 - 24 Years 1 0 4 ( 5 ) 8 ( 5 ) 1 ( 0 ) 1 1 3 ( 4 )
25 Years or More 3 0 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 3 0 ( 1 )
Life 8 9 ( 4 ) 0 ( 0 ) 5 ( 1 ) 9 4 ( 3 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

1 3



1994 DOC Commitments

Committing Institution
Time Until Original
Parole Eligibility

Table 7.

N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %

Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total

No PE Date 0 ( 0 ) 2 ( 1 ) 8 1 ( 8 ) 8 3 ( 3 )

Past PE Date 1 0 ( 0 ) 5 ( 3 ) 1 0 ( 1 ) 2 5 ( 1 )
1 - 3 Months 2 7 ( 1 ) 4 2 ( 2 7 ) 5 4 9 ( 5 7 ) 6 1 8 ( 2 0 )
4 - 6 Months 5 6 ( 3 ) 2 9 ( 1 8 ) 1 4 1 ( 1 5 ) 2 2 6 ( 7 )
7 - 9 Months 1 0 3 ( 5 ) 1 4 ( 9 ) 3 9 ( 4 ) 1 5 6 ( 5 )
10 - 12 Months 1 5 3 ( 7 ) 4 3 ( 2 7 ) 4 5 ( 5 ) 2 4 1 ( 8 )
13 - 18 Months 2 2 3 ( 1 1 ) 1 1 ( 7 ) 2 1 ( 2 ) 2 5 5 ( 8 )
19 - 24 Months 3 2 7 ( 1 6 ) 1 0 ( 6 ) 2 1 ( 2 ) 3 5 8 ( 1 1 )
2 - 3 Years 3 9 7 ( 1 9 ) 2 ( 1 ) 2 5 ( 3 ) 4 2 4 ( 1 3 )
3 - 5 Years 3 9 8 ( 1 9 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 5 ( 2 ) 4 1 3 ( 1 3 )
5 - 10 Years 1 9 8 ( 1 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 3 ( 0 ) 2 0 1 ( 6 )
10 Years or More 1 0 9 ( 5 ) 0 ( 0 ) 5 ( 1 ) 1 1 4 ( 4 )
Life - 1* 4 5 ( 2 ) 0 ( 0 ) 2 ( 0 ) 4 7 ( 1 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

Sentence Type

Table 5.

N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %
Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total

Committing Institution

Simple Sentence 5 2 0 ( 2 5 ) 4 9 ( 3 1 ) 2 9 0 ( 3 0 ) 8 5 9 ( 2 7 )

Concurrent Sentence 7 1 4 ( 3 5 ) 4 7 ( 3 0 ) 3 9 7 ( 4 1 ) 1 1 5 8 ( 3 7 )
Aggregate Sentence 3 8 ( 2 ) 5 ( 3 ) 2 4 ( 3 ) 6 7 ( 2 )
Forthwith Sentence 1 4 2 ( 7 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 4 2 ( 4 )
From & After  Sent. 4 3 ( 2 ) 1 4 ( 9 ) 1 1 ( 1 ) 6 8 ( 2 )
Split Sentence 5 8 9 ( 2 9 ) 4 3 ( 2 7 ) 1 7 9 ( 1 9 ) 8 1 1 ( 2 6 )
Fine 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 5 6 ( 6 ) 5 6 ( 2 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %
Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total

Committing Institution
Number of Charges:
Current Offense

Table 6.

O n e 8 9 8 ( 4 4 ) 8 5 ( 5 4 ) 4 2 4 ( 4 4 ) 1 4 0 7 ( 4 5 )

T w o 4 6 4 ( 2 3 ) 2 8 ( 1 8 ) 2 0 3 ( 2 1 ) 6 9 5 ( 2 2 )
Three 2 5 6 ( 1 3 ) 1 8 ( 1 1 ) 1 0 6 ( 1 1 ) 3 8 0 ( 1 2 )
Four 1 6 7 ( 8 ) 1 3 ( 8 ) 8 5 ( 9 ) 2 6 5 ( 8 )
Five to Nine 2 0 4 ( 1 0 ) 1 3 ( 8 ) 1 0 1 ( 1 1 ) 3 1 8 ( 1 0 )
Ten to Nineteen 4 5 ( 2 ) 1 ( 1 ) 2 7 ( 3 ) 7 3 ( 2 )
Twenty or More 1 2 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 1 ( 1 ) 2 3 ( 1 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

1 4

* Individuals committed for a first degree life sentence do not have a parole eligibility date.



Committing Institution
Present Offense:
Person Offenses

Table 9.

N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %

Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total

Not Applicable 1 1 1 7 ( 5 5 ) 1 1 2 ( 7 1 ) 8 4 0 ( 8 8 ) 2 0 6 9 ( 6 5 )

Murder-1 4 5 ( 2 ) 0 ( 0 ) 2 ( 0 ) 4 7 ( 1 )
Murder-2 3 0 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 3 ( 0 ) 3 3 ( 1 )
Manslaughter 4 9 ( 2 ) 3 ( 2 ) 4 ( 0 ) 5 6 ( 2 )
Vehicular Homicide 1 1 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 ) 1 2 ( 0 )
Asslt-Intent to Murder 1 3 ( 1 ) 2 ( 1 ) 1 ( 0 ) 1 6 ( 1 )
Accessory to Murder 6 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 ) 7 ( 0 )
Armed Robbery 3 3 5 ( 1 6 ) 1 2 ( 8 ) 1 8 ( 2 ) 3 6 5 ( 1 2 )
Unarmed Robbery 1 2 6 ( 6 ) 7 ( 4 ) 6 ( 1 ) 1 3 9 ( 4 )
Armed Assault 2 5 4 ( 1 2 ) 1 6 ( 1 0 ) 4 2 ( 4 ) 3 1 2 ( 1 0 )
Unarmed Assault 2 7 ( 1 ) 5 ( 3 ) 3 8 ( 4 ) 7 0 ( 2 )
Stalking 1 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 )
M a y h e m 1 6 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 6 ( 1 )
Kidnapping 1 3 ( 1 ) 1 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 4 ( 0 )
Extort ion 1 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 )
Civil Rights Violation 1 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 )
Conspiracy 1 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 ) 2 ( 0 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

Person 9 2 9 ( 4 5 ) 4 6 ( 2 9 ) 1 1 7 ( 1 2 ) 1 0 9 2 ( 3 5 )

Sex 2 2 5 ( 1 1 ) 3 0 ( 1 9 ) 1 0 ( 1 ) 2 6 5 ( 8 )
Property 2 9 2 ( 1 4 ) 2 9 ( 1 8 ) 2 9 0 ( 3 0 ) 6 1 1 ( 1 9 )
Drug 5 3 4 ( 2 6 ) 4 1 ( 2 6 ) 2 3 2 ( 2 4 ) 8 0 7 ( 2 6 )
Other 6 6 ( 3 ) 1 2 ( 8 ) 3 0 8 ( 3 2 ) 3 8 6 ( 1 2 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

Committing Institution
Present Offense:
General Categories

Table 8.

N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %

Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total

1994 DOC Commitments
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1994 DOC Commitments

Present Offense:
Sex Offenses

Table 10.

N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %

Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total
Committing Institution

Not Applicable 1 8 2 1 ( 8 9 ) 1 2 8 ( 8 1 ) 9 4 7 ( 9 9 ) 2 8 9 6 ( 9 2 )

Rape 3 3 ( 2 ) 4 ( 3 ) 0 ( 0 ) 3 7 ( 1 )
Aggravated Rape 1 7 ( 1 ) 2 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 9 ( 1 )
Assault w.i. Rape 1 9 ( 1 ) 3 ( 2 ) 1 ( 0 ) 2 3 ( 1 )
Rape of a Minor 1 3 1 ( 6 ) 1 3 ( 8 ) 2 ( 0 ) 1 4 6 ( 5 )
Asslt w.i. Rape Minor 2 5 ( 1 ) 5 ( 3 ) 2 ( 0 ) 3 2 ( 1 )
Other Sex Offenses 0 ( 0 ) 3 ( 2 ) 5 ( 1 ) 8 ( 0 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

Present Offense:
Drug Offenses

Table 11.

N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %

Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total
Committing Institution

( * = Mandatory Term of Incarceration )

Not Applicable 1 5 1 2 ( 7 4 ) 1 1 7 ( 7 4 ) 7 2 5 ( 7 6 ) 2 3 5 4 ( 7 4 )

Poss of Heroin 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 )
Presence of Narcotic 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 2 ( 0 ) 2 ( 0 )
Poss of Syringe 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 1 ) 2 1 ( 2 ) 2 2 ( 1 )
Utter False Prescription - 2nd 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 2 ( 0 ) 2 ( 0 )
Conspiracy to Violate CSA 1 5 ( 1 ) 1 ( 1 ) 8 ( 1 ) 2 4 ( 1 )
Poss wi Dist - No Class 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 5 2 ( 5 ) 5 2 ( 2 )
Poss wi Dist - Class A 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 1 ) 1 2 ( 1 ) 1 3 ( 0 )
Poss wi Dist - Class B 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 1 ) 2 1 ( 2 ) 2 2 ( 1 )
Poss wi Dist - Class D 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 2 ( 0 ) 2 ( 0 )
Class A - First Offense 9 1 ( 4 ) 5 ( 3 ) 3 1 ( 3 ) 1 2 7 ( 4 )
Class B - First Offense 6 5 ( 3 ) 1 7 ( 1 1 ) 5 0 ( 5 ) 1 3 2 ( 4 )

Class C - First Offense 1 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 )
Class D - First Offense 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 )
Class D - Repeat 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 )
* Class A - Repeat 2 5 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 2 ( 0 ) 2 7 ( 1 )
* Class B - Repeat 1 7 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 7 ( 1 )
* Class B PCP/Cocaine 9 1 ( 4 ) 1 2 ( 8 ) 8 ( 1 ) 1 1 1 ( 4 )
* Class B PCP/Cocaine-Repeat 1 3 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 3 ( 0 )
* Marijuana 100-1,999 lbs. 1 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 )
* Cocaine 14-27 grams 7 3 ( 4 ) 0 ( 0 ) 5 ( 1 ) 7 8 ( 2 )
* Cocaine 28-99 grams 7 2 ( 4 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 ) 7 3 ( 2 )
* Cocaine 100-199 grams 2 2 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 2 2 ( 1 )
* Cocaine 200 grams or More 2 4 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 ) 2 5 ( 1 )
* Heroin 28-99 grams 4 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 3 ( 0 ) 7 ( 0 )
* Heroin 100-199 grams 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 )
* Poss wi School Zone 2 0 ( 1 ) 3 ( 2 ) 7 ( 1 ) 3 0 ( 1 )
Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

1 6



Present Offense:
Property Offenses

Table 12.
Committing Institution

N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %
Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total

1994 DOC Commitments

Not Applicable 1 7 5 4 ( 8 6 ) 1 2 9 ( 8 2 ) 6 6 7 ( 7 0 ) 2 5 5 0 ( 8 1 )

A rson 3 4 ( 2 ) 2 ( 1 ) 4 ( 0 ) 4 0 ( 1 )
Burglary-Armed 9 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 9 ( 0 )
Burglary 1 7 1 ( 8 ) 1 1 ( 7 ) 2 7 ( 3 ) 2 0 9 ( 7 )
Burglary Tools 2 ( 0 ) 1 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 3 ( 0 )
Stealing 1 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 7 8 ( 8 ) 7 9 ( 2 )
Larceny 2 3 ( 1 ) 6 ( 4 ) 1 1 0 ( 1 1 ) 1 3 9 ( 4 )
Motor Vehicle Theft 3 2 ( 2 ) 2 ( 1 ) 1 4 ( 1 ) 4 8 ( 2 )
Forgery-Uttering 9 ( 0 ) 1 ( 1 ) 2 6 ( 3 ) 3 6 ( 1 )
Common Theft 4 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 ) 5 ( 0 )
Recv. Stolen Goods 5 ( 0 ) 3 ( 2 ) 2 6 ( 3 ) 3 4 ( 1 )
Property Injuries 2 ( 0 ) 3 ( 2 ) 4 ( 0 ) 9 ( 0 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

Present Offense:
Other Offenses

Table 13.
Committing Institution

N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %
Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total

Not Applicable 1 9 8 0 ( 9 7 ) 1 4 6 ( 9 2 ) 6 4 9 ( 6 8 ) 2 7 7 5 ( 8 8 )

Escape 1 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 1 ) 3 ( 0 ) 1 4 ( 0 )
Weapon Offense 2 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 4 ( 0 ) 6 ( 0 )
Viol. Bartley Fox Gun Law 4 0 ( 2 ) 4 ( 3 ) 2 ( 0 ) 4 6 ( 1 )
Common Nightwalker 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 7 ( 2 ) 1 7 ( 1 )
Disturbing the Peace 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 7 ( 2 ) 1 7 ( 1 )
Prost i tut ion 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 1 0 ( 1 1 ) 1 1 0 ( 3 )
Motor Vehicle 0 ( 0 ) 2 ( 1 ) 4 0 ( 4 ) 4 2 ( 1 )
Contempt of Court 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 1 ) 9 ( 1 ) 1 0 ( 0 )
OUI 2 ( 0 ) 3 ( 2 ) 8 9 ( 9 ) 9 4 ( 3 )
Other 1 2 ( 1 ) 1 ( 1 ) 1 1 ( 1 ) 2 4 ( 1 )
Trespassing 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 6 ( 1 ) 6 ( 0 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

1 7



Personal
Background
Characteristics
1994 Department of Correction Commitments
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Sex

Table 14. Committing Institution

N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %

Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total

Age at
Incarceration

Table 15.

N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %
Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total

Committing Institution

1994 DOC Commitments

Female 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 3 0 )

Ma le 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 2 2 0 4 ( 7 0 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

17 yrs old 1 7 ( 1 ) 4 ( 3 ) 5 ( 1 ) 2 6 ( 1 )

18 yrs old 5 2 ( 3 ) 1 0 ( 6 ) 1 2 ( 1 ) 7 4 ( 2 )
19 yrs old 8 2 ( 4 ) 1 1 ( 7 ) 1 4 ( 1 ) 1 0 7 ( 3 )
20 yrs old 9 8 ( 5 ) 9 ( 6 ) 1 6 ( 2 ) 1 2 3 ( 4 )

21 yrs old 1 0 0 ( 5 ) 3 ( 2 ) 2 4 ( 3 ) 1 2 7 ( 4 )
22 yrs old 1 1 2 ( 5 ) 7 ( 4 ) 2 5 ( 3 ) 1 4 4 ( 5 )
23 yrs old 8 5 ( 4 ) 7 ( 4 ) 3 6 ( 4 ) 1 2 8 ( 4 )
24 yrs old 9 6 ( 5 ) 1 2 ( 8 ) 4 0 ( 4 ) 1 4 8 ( 5 )
25 to 29 yrs old 4 4 9 ( 2 2 ) 3 1 ( 2 0 ) 2 3 8 ( 2 5 ) 7 1 8 ( 2 3 )
30 to 34 yrs old 4 0 4 ( 2 0 ) 2 2 ( 1 4 ) 2 5 4 ( 2 7 ) 6 8 0 ( 2 2 )
35 to 39 yrs old 2 5 3 ( 1 2 ) 2 0 ( 1 3 ) 1 6 9 ( 1 8 ) 4 4 2 ( 1 4 )
40 to 44 yrs old 1 3 6 ( 7 ) 1 5 ( 9 ) 7 8 ( 8 ) 2 2 9 ( 7 )
45 to 49 yrs old 7 5 ( 4 ) 3 ( 2 ) 2 7 ( 3 ) 1 0 5 ( 3 )
50 to 54 yrs old  44 ( 2 ) 3 ( 2 ) 1 2 ( 1 ) 5 9 ( 2 )
55 to 59 yrs old 2 8 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 ) 2 9 ( 1 )
60 and Older 1 5 ( 1 ) 1 ( 1 ) 6 ( 1 ) 2 2 ( 1 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

1 9



1994 DOC Commitments

N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %
Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total

Committing Institution
Race / Ethnicity*

Table 16.

* = This information is self-reported.

Caucasian 8 6 0 ( 4 2 ) 7 6 ( 4 8 ) 6 3 1 ( 6 6 ) 1 5 6 7 ( 5 0 )

African American 6 6 1 ( 3 2 ) 5 1 ( 3 2 ) 1 8 6 ( 1 9 ) 8 9 8 ( 2 8 )
Native American 1 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 3 ( 0 ) 4 ( 0 )
Asian 1 4 ( 1 ) 1 ( 1 ) 3 ( 0 ) 1 8 ( 1 )
Hispanic 5 1 0 ( 2 5 ) 3 0 ( 1 9 ) 1 3 4 ( 1 4 ) 6 7 4 ( 2 1 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %
Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total

Committing Institution
Marital Status*

Table 17.

Married 3 5 7 ( 1 7 ) 2 4 ( 1 5 ) 1 0 4 ( 1 1 ) 4 8 5 ( 1 5 )

Single 1 5 0 5 ( 7 4 ) 1 2 0 ( 7 6 ) 5 9 7 ( 6 2 ) 2 2 2 2 ( 7 0 )
Divorced 1 3 4 ( 7 ) 1 0 ( 6 ) 1 3 3 ( 1 4 ) 2 7 7 ( 9 )
W i d o w e d 1 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 3 1 ( 3 ) 4 1 ( 1 )
Common law 2 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 2 ( 0 )
Separated 3 8 ( 2 ) 4 ( 3 ) 9 2 ( 1 0 ) 1 3 4 ( 4 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

2 0



Table 19.
Committing Institution

Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total
N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %

Prior Address:
County *

Table 18.
Committing Institution

Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total
N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %

1994 DOC Commitments

* = This information is self-reported.

Prior Address:
Selected Cities/Towns*

Boston 4 9 7 ( 2 4 ) 3 0 ( 1 9 ) 1 2 6 ( 1 3 ) 6 5 3 ( 2 1 )

Brockton 4 0 ( 2 ) 5 ( 3 ) 3 6 ( 4 ) 8 1 ( 3 )
Cambridge 3 7 ( 2 ) 1 ( 1 ) 1 4 ( 1 ) 5 2 ( 2 )
Fall River 4 4 ( 2 ) 2 ( 1 ) 3 ( 0 ) 4 9 ( 2 )
Framingham 2 6 ( 1 ) 2 ( 1 ) 2 3 ( 2 ) 5 1 ( 2 )
Holyoke 5 2 ( 3 ) 0 ( 0 ) 2 ( 0 ) 5 4 ( 2 )
Lawrence 6 5 ( 3 ) 0 ( 0 ) 4 2 ( 4 ) 1 0 7 ( 3 )
Lowe l l 1 0 2 ( 5 ) 6 ( 4 ) 7 6 ( 8 ) 1 8 4 ( 6 )
Lynn 6 1 ( 3 ) 0 ( 0 ) 7 0 ( 7 ) 1 3 1 ( 4 )
New Bedford 6 7 ( 3 ) 4 ( 3 ) 6 ( 1 ) 7 7 ( 2 )
Qu incy 2 0 ( 1 ) 1 ( 1 ) 2 0 ( 2 ) 4 1 ( 1 )
Somervil le 2 8 ( 1 ) 2 ( 1 ) 1 6 ( 2 ) 4 6 ( 1 )
Springfield 1 5 5 ( 8 ) 1 5 ( 9 ) 1 2 ( 1 ) 1 8 2 ( 6 )
Worcester 9 2 ( 4 ) 1 6 ( 1 0 ) 1 4 5 ( 1 5 ) 2 5 3 ( 8 )
Other Mass 6 3 1 ( 3 1 ) 6 5 ( 4 1 ) 3 4 5 ( 3 6 ) 1 0 4 1 ( 3 3 )
Out of State 1 2 9 ( 6 ) 9 ( 6 ) 2 1 ( 2 ) 1 5 9 ( 5 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

Barnstable 4 5 ( 2 ) 1 ( 1 ) 1 ( 0 ) 4 7 ( 1 )

Berkshire 3 7 ( 2 ) 6 ( 4 ) 1 ( 0 ) 4 4 ( 1 )
Bristol 1 5 8 ( 8 ) 1 0 ( 6 ) 1 4 ( 1 ) 1 8 2 ( 6 )
Essex 2 0 4 ( 1 0 ) 1 0 ( 6 ) 2 0 0 ( 2 1 ) 4 1 4 ( 1 3 )
Franklin 1 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 1 ) 3 ( 0 ) 1 4 ( 0 )
Hampden 2 4 9 ( 1 2 ) 1 6 ( 1 0 ) 1 6 ( 2 ) 2 8 1 ( 9 )
Hampshire 2 1 ( 1 ) 2 ( 1 ) 2 ( 0 ) 2 5 ( 1 )
Middlesex 3 1 6 ( 1 5 ) 1 8 ( 1 1 ) 2 2 9 ( 2 4 ) 5 6 3 ( 1 8 )
Nan tucke t 1 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 )
Nor fo lk 6 4 ( 3 ) 3 ( 2 ) 4 8 ( 5 ) 1 1 5 ( 4 )
Plymouth 7 4 ( 4 ) 1 1 ( 7 ) 5 7 ( 6 ) 1 4 2 ( 4 )
Su f fo l k 5 5 2 ( 2 7 ) 3 6 ( 2 3 ) 1 4 1 ( 1 5 ) 7 2 9 ( 2 3 )
Worcester 1 8 6 ( 9 ) 3 5 ( 2 2 ) 2 2 4 ( 2 3 ) 4 4 5 ( 1 4 )
Out of State 1 2 9 ( 6 ) 9 ( 6 ) 2 1 ( 2 ) 1 5 9 ( 5 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

2 1



1994 DOC Commitments

* = This information is self-reported.

Table 20.

N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %
Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total

Committing Institution
Citizenship *

US Ctzn-Born in Mass. 1 1 7 4 ( 5 7 ) 8 4 ( 5 3 ) 6 5 8 ( 6 9 ) 1 9 1 6 ( 6 1 )

US Ctzn-Born in Other Sta. 3 8 6 ( 1 9 ) 4 7 ( 3 0 ) 2 0 1 ( 2 1 ) 6 3 4 ( 2 0 )
US Ctzn-Born in US Terr. 2 3 3 ( 1 1 ) 1 0 ( 6 ) 6 3 ( 7 ) 3 0 6 ( 1 0 )
US Ctzn-Foreign Born 1 6 9 ( 8 ) 1 0 ( 6 ) 2 1 ( 2 ) 2 0 0 ( 6 )
Not a US Citizen 8 4 ( 4 ) 7 ( 4 ) 1 4 ( 1 ) 1 0 5 ( 3 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

Table 21.

Last Grade
Completed *

N         %             N         %             N         %            N          %
Cedar Junction     Concord       Framingham          Total

Committing Institution

3rd or Less 1 2 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 ( 0 ) 1 3 ( 0 )

4th grade 1 1 ( 1 ) 2 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 1 3 ( 0 )
5th grade 1 5 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 5 ( 1 ) 2 0 ( 1 )
6th grade 1 5 ( 1 ) 0 ( 0 ) 7 ( 1 ) 2 2 ( 1 )
7th grade 3 7 ( 2 ) 1 ( 1 ) 1 2 ( 1 ) 5 0 ( 2 )
8th grade 5 2 ( 3 ) 4 ( 3 ) 4 4 ( 5 ) 1 0 0 ( 3 )
9th grade 1 5 1 ( 7 ) 6 ( 4 ) 7 1 ( 7 ) 2 2 8 ( 7 )
10th grade 2 0 1 ( 1 0 ) 7 ( 4 ) 9 7 ( 1 0 ) 3 0 5 ( 1 0 )
11th grade 2 2 6 ( 1 1 ) 1 0 ( 6 ) 9 1 ( 1 0 ) 3 2 7 ( 1 0 )
H.S. Grad/GED 5 2 6 ( 2 6 ) 3 9 ( 2 5 ) 3 1 1 ( 3 2 ) 8 7 6 ( 2 8 )
Some College 1 4 1 ( 7 ) 3 ( 2 ) 1 1 0 ( 1 1 ) 2 5 4 ( 8 )
College Graduate 3 2 ( 2 ) 2 ( 1 ) 3 3 ( 3 ) 6 7 ( 2 )
U n k n o w n 6 2 7 ( 3 1 ) 8 4 ( 5 3 ) 1 7 5 ( 1 8 ) 8 8 6 ( 2 8 )
  Total 2 0 4 6 ( 1 0 0 ) 1 5 8 ( 1 0 0 ) 9 5 7 ( 1 0 0 ) 3 1 6 1 ( 1 0 0 )

2 2



MINIMUM SENTENCE/
MAXIMUM SENTENCE In the tables, minimum and maximum sentence lengths

are rounded to the closest whole year.  For example, a
sentence of 5 years, 1 day is included in the 5 year
category.

Armed  Assault Includes armed assault with intent to rob or
murder, armed assault in dwelling house, assault
and battery with dangerous weapon, armed
assault  to steal a motor vehicle, assault by means
of a  dangerous weapon, and home invasion.

Assault-Intent to Murder Includes attempted murder.

Assault with Intent to Rape Includes assault with intent to rape and indecent
assault and battery.

Contempt of Court Includes failure to appear, perjury, violation of a
court or restraining order, and notation of abuse
prevention act.

Other Offense Includes deriving support from a prostitute,
delivering/receiving articles to/from an inmate,
attempting to commit a crime, habitual criminal,
and unlawful possession of alcohol.

Other Sex Offense Includes unnatural and lascivious acts, unnatural
acts with child, open and gross lewdness, and
pornography.

Rape of Minor Includes rape of female under sixteen, rape of
child, and statutory rape.

Unarmed Assault Includes unarmed assault with intent to rob or steal,
assault, assault and battery, and other assaults.

Unarmed Robbery Includes unarmed robbery victim over 65.

SENTENCE TYPE

Aggregate Multiple sentences received for more than one
offense.  These sentences will be served  consecutively.
The sentence length reported reflects the total of all
sentences.

Concurrent Multiple sentences received for more than one
offense.  These sentences will be served simultaneously.

Fine Incarceration resulting from non-payment of a fine
for one or more offenses.

Forthwith A sentence that is to be served effective immediately,
regardless of other sentences for which the individual
is currently incarcerated.

From and After A sentence to be served following release from a
previous sentence.

Simple One sentence received for a single offense.

Split A sentence that is divided between a specified period
of incarceration followed by probation supervision.

Glossary
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